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RE: AFFIDAVIT RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT MUR 4808

OCTOBER 2, 1998

TO: OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
(202) 219 -3923

FROM: MILES S. RAPOPORT
30 MONTCLAIR DR
WEST HARTFORD, CT
(860) 232-8462
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October 2, 1998

Oer ;

Miles S. Rapoport
36 Montclair Drive
West Hartford, CT 06107

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 4808

Dear General Counsel:

Enclosed please find my Affidavit in response to complaint MUR 4808 filed against me
and my campaign, Rapoport for the First. As stated in my Affidavit, to my best information and
belief none of the allegations stated in the complaint are true. I believe that the complaint was
filed based upon unsubstantiated claims without any supporting evidence. I also believe that the
complaint was filed in the heat of a very close primary campaign. Evidence of that is the fact that
Counsel for the Larson for Congress campaign wrote a letter to the Office of the General Counsel
dated September 29, 1998, attempting to withdraw the complaint.

It is my hope that this complaint will be expeditously dealt with and dismissed.

_ Miles 8. Rapoport

encl.
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF CONNECTICUT } FEC Complaint MUR 4808
} SS: HARTFORD
COUNTY OF HARTFORD }

The undersigned being duly sworn does hereby depose and say:

1. Iam Miles S. Rapoport, and I was a candidate for the Democratic nomination for
Congress from the First Congressional District in Connecticut.

2. My campaign committee is known as “Rapoport for the First”.
3. Oninformation and belief I make the following statements.

4. On September 21, 1998, a letter was received from the General Counsel’s Office of the
Federal Election Commission by Rapoport for the First, 38 Woodland Street, Hartford, CT
06105,

5. Said letter indicated that a complaint was filed with the Federal Election Commission
by John B. Larson, a candidate for Congress from the First Congressional District in Connecticut,
alleging certain violations of federal election Jaws by me and my campaign for Congress.

6. Attached to said letter was correspondence from Attorney Thomas G. Moukawsher to
the FEC, dated September 10, 1998, an Affidavit signed by John B. Larson, candidate for
Congress, also dated September 10, 1998, and two items marked Exhibits “A” and “B”..

7. 1deny all the allegations in said letter and accompanying Affidavit directed at me,
personally, and to my best information and belief at my campaign, Rapoport for the First.

8. Specifically, the exhibits referred to in said letter and Affidavit were not in any way
coordinated with my campaign, and on their face are communications to labor union member
households, consistent with the provisions of 11 CFR Sec. 114.3.

9. The AFL-CIO endorsed my candidacy for Congress, and in so doing urged their
members to support me, and to my best information and belief all of their actions were consistent
with all aspects of the federal election laws, and specifically 11 CFR Sec. 114.3.

10. 1 deny that the information contained in Exhibit “A”, “was not only published with
knowledge or reckless disregard for the honesty of the statement but it, along with other pieces of
hterature pubhshed by Mr. Rapoport has been published illegally”. (Please see attached record of

“r_ T R S T T T e B M s e e YY  m A_A_TlL L K AYY "V e



i
i
£
i

sy gt R
[ CORR W By

i

Mr. Larson offers no rebuttal to the fact that each of the votes cited is supported by his public
record as a State Senator in Connecticut.

11. 1 further deny, to my best information and belief, that Exhibit “B” is anything other
than what it appears to be, a communication from the AFL-CIO to its members, again consistent
with the provisions of 11 CFR Sec. 114.3.

12. I also, to my best information and belief, deny Mr. Larson's totally unsupported
allegations contained in paragraph 7 of his Affidavit.

13. During my campaign for Congress I was fortunate enough to receive a number of
endorsements from organizations, including the AFL-CIO, many of whom communicated with
their members about my candidacy. To my best information and belief, they did so consistent
with all federal law.

14. As Secretary of the State, and the Chief Election Officer in Connecticut, I am very
mindful of the need to pay heed to the details of the election laws. My campaign was very diligent
in its adherence to the provisions of the law, and [ take offense at the unsubstantiated accusations
and characterizations of me and my campaign by Mr. Larson. I can only attribute such allegations
to the heat of a close primary battle, not to any factuat basis for making such statements.

15. T ask the Commission to dismiss this complaint on its face.

g P

Miles S. Rapopgst” / .

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2nd day of October 1998.

@Luy@/ﬁ_ﬁ

Commissioner ¢€the Superfor Court
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“BILL TITLE: £3.101, "AN ACT COMCERNING PRARMACEINICNL Assrimsirc crme .
. - 10 THE ELDERLY", (CONNPACE). - ASSISTANCE CONTRACT

HACKGROUND: .

: 1985 .'L'egiiag ia’tion‘a ‘ Cener T S ,
The 1985 General Asaembly passed Public Act B5-573 which sexmas.r ..
CONNPAGE ‘program for the elderly. K - oh estab Aehed  ehe
Elipiblltey; ' o
. oo teel Sledtnm oAt ene Caediol L Lo L. - -
- Age 65 or older with a total snnual dncome of less than §9.0on. ngle
and“§12,000 for married couples. = _ .. o _89‘\0.0‘0 1 ¥ atogle
. Bagmémt: = - .- : : v

S02 by the atate t'ci pharmacies _§gd,'_§0;_§y the individuai. . Thexe h nl;o
& $15 snnual fge. . : . N

by

DrE et . - : s TR

-While the Yegisistion created a pilot program, it else estnblishea a Tagk Force
to examine the pilot progrsm and Tecoumend changes, If the Task Force made no
¢hanges to the pilot program, iT begins on April 1, 1984 _

Task Force Recommendations: ,
Three of the more important proposals were:

"l Te 'chac'\ge the 50/50 'eo-'pay provision in the pilee prograw to a 36
flae fee for brand-nsme prescription drugs and $5 for generic druge;

2. To maintain. the eligibility income levels ac $9,000 and $12,000.
: However, elderly persoms with higher ifncomes could qualify by

-
-

“spending-dowvn" or subtracting their prescription drug expensss
from their lucome when detemiqiug eligibilicy; dnd :

3. To prpvida generic drug incentives to the e;_derly and to pharmacies.

1986 Legislative Action:

The oxiginal CONNPACE bill, paesed by the Public Health Commitcae, incorporated
nost of the changes recommended by. cthe Task Force. However, the Appropriations’
Cozmictee eliminated the moules hacessary-to fund the $6 and §3 f£lat fee pro- -
-vigion. Bubsequently, whén the budget bill was considered by the Ssnate, an
agendment toO add -back the additional CONNPACE funds vas rejected. -Az a resulk,
the CONNPACE bill that finally resched ctha Senate floor included $6/$5 fiat

fee language, yet no funds were budgeted to implement it.

Final Action: Bi1l passed with Senste A and G, '32-0; bill died swalting House
action .

Date: May 5, 1986 _ ‘

Senata Journal Pages: 1221-1224 :

Sensta Transcript Pages: 6/28/86 119-121; 5/5/86 177-211, 289-299

Public Act; 83~573 is in effect

*For further inforpation, see your 1985 lssues Book, page B6 and page 5 of the
Sucmary of 1885 Public Acts. s

y-o
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© BILL TITLE:
- FURPOSE: . ‘The law. ds designed to.provide: financfal suppore eé thoae eiderly. .
Connecticut citizens having difffoulty paying thedi preseription drug costs, .
‘The bill incorporates & number of Tack Force recommendatiéns. such'as the $6 -
. and - $5 f1at fees, the “spend down" proviston, -and che gehoric fmcentive, . .. oo
Senate C-would raise .the flat fe¢ from $6°te §7 for brand namee aud from $5 . RS
to $6 for generic drugs. S s T E

Senate .c_-failad 13«21, -
. ANALYSIS: | '

PRO: = (Semdcor. Guather) The amendment fs a good compromise between the :
original pilot program (50/50 co-pay)’ and the Task Force recommendation

(§6/§5 flat fee). The amendment also hrings the program closer to ite
. budge;qw qll._ocgt:l.ou. . . .

The amendment would raise the £lat fees above those recomsended by

COI;I:"
' the Task Force and would {ntrease the prescription drug costs. of |
. the elderly. = : ' c S . .
FISCAL JIMPACT: .
i% Total estimated coet of program, FY. 86-7: 912_,667, 883
e Total funde 4n FY 86-7 budget: - 9,799,700
Fiscal impact of SB 101: 2,863,183
Cost of Senate ¢ (above budge't total): 1,804,220
0 10! b saem ¢ &o0 o M o vons
13 wmavora A wvrory @ aEaDd OV
.
v i waam A BOere TN 10 Ges O Baseas
Y 3 Kasq 0, Gamen N S P Ceancl
¥ 3" aema B, Lamen L4 21 Guwgn b st
¥ 9 Con & Jwaner Y 32 veoBans
N & anny B Soveme 1 4 13 thempacet K. Monce
¥ O daasps M Herpar, . A 26 foben T sl
Y ¥ Cownstivs QLoeny A [
N ¥ Zagaad L G A 20 sow & et
o € Ructory B lakasias K. g Satvazy B, Yntbe
Y 19 Jon € Ounaty 4 N P M Lowagrams, B
¥ 1Y sathony ¥ dvglipny Y 29 oot P, ubasios
N 13 Rera 0. Daign N a0, AdelBers
Mo a3 pmat & atane ¥ 31 Giewsa & Caseg
N 30 Thenge Som A 81 wos B Mclanghin
B 1y tusuf upee H 23 tewen Y. Hamoton
M 1o ooyt €. ety B st fado 8 Sesctemn
H  UY Lok F Covests H 38 Jomos . Geteons
B 14 Owcat 6 Bctgougn H 23 wataelt Mease g
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF
COUNSEL

Mur_4 24%
NAME OF COUNSEL:___ Pan Livin 4s JotJ

L]

FIRM: ivings er da 4 fhe kieiobn tL.C.

ADDRESS: 597 ébglmé due_nue.
[ﬁriﬁ@ , U_Qgg/a$‘

TELEPHONE:(§60 ) 233 -7T&2/
FAX:( P60 )_232- #28/1&

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel
and is authorized to recelve any notifications and other communications
from the Commission and to act on my behalf before the Commission.

R 2% =l

Signature

RESPONDENT'S Name:__Thilee Ea?o-\gorb‘{"

ADDRESS:___ 30 Montelair Dr
Weat I—Lr!j&ﬂ? LA o 0%

TELEPHONE: HOME(___ - -

~ BUSINESS( )




